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In short, it may not be only a case of my unwillingness to ask
individuals to accept risks; those individuals simply may not be willing
to take them.
Fourth, closely related to the above is our concern that Section 142
of the bill fails to specifically mention the duty of the DNI to protect
intelligence sources and methods. Our ability to recruit foreign sources
friendly
and to deal with/foreign intelligence services will be significantly impaired
by the signal that the omission of this longstanding provision will give.
This has been a backbone of our assurances to such individuals and organizations

that the DNI can and will provide protection for their legitimate interests.

Accordingly, the Administration favors provisions
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".' Thereis nopointbewaillng metmtormnatetimlng
of the Senate’s turn to another arms control treaty with

-ond Presidential campaign. It is a good treaty tha

in SALT 1Il. Asthe-flap: over Soviet: troops. in Cuba
. showed,notimexsevetsafe for such a critical vote,
Whether the Senate acts.néxt. month or early next -

*year;. it- can'no: longer .avoid. partisanship.’ Senator- -
" Baker’s-opposition to the treaty in his campaign for’

" President'creates a formidable obstacle. He seems to -

. believe that he would not otherwise be nominated by a. -
- Republican convention. President Ford’ made_ a, imilar o thirds vote.:

" calculation in 1976 — and regretted it; 77, e
". . Mr.Ford only delayed SALT. Senator Baker could
take moderates with him and kill it. Senators Cohen,
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- Lugar and Danforth, for example, play major roles in-"

- Mr. Baker’s campaign and cannot easily desert him. If- .
no other influential Republican champions the treaty -
* — Henry Kissinger i‘arrobvious but reluctant candi- -
" date ~— the Democrats wmnot easxlyproduce the neo-
™ " * his allies. If they would-address specific weapons sys..

--If the treaty survivee, it win be because of strong- -

support from the NATO allies and a growing recogni. _.
_tion that its defeat would injure Soviet-American rela-: :
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, -fication’ containing -20 understandings, declarations
- would leave the nation secure — more secure than-: " and reservations that leave the treaty | intact and re-.
, without a treaty — while its inadequacies are pursued

.center on efforts to convert some of the reservations
Into crippling revisions requiring Soviet consent. The.
* defeat these attempts, but they also need 18 of the 20

.. The President is unlikely to offer that much, but he has

~ budget for the fifth year above $200 billion. Perhaps .

been done with the Ji oint Chiets ot Staff.
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ons without strengthening Amerlcan security The
} enate Foreign Relations Committee has doné a most
..the Soviet Union. It has been a: perilous seven-year “.responsible job of airing the many objections. It has
* jpurney for SALT II, which is now caught up in its sec- - ““sent the Senate a long and unusual “resolution of rati-'

quirenonewnegoﬁationwithMoscow. SRR
- Since these-statements address vlrtually a.u the
" éoncerns about SALT II; the struggle in the Senate will

-’ treaty forces appear to have the 51 votes needed to'|

still undecided senators to ratity the treaty by two~
" Soithe outcome may depend on a group that, with «

Senator Nunn, seeks at least a 5 percent increase in

< real defense spending in each of the next five years.

‘promised 3 percent to NATO. Not much more than
3 percent a year plus inflation would lift the defense:

that stark figure will finally shock Senator Nunn and

tems that: need improvement instead of mere  dollar
goals, it is possible that a deal couid be stmck as has :

Pov. e
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Mr. Chairman, I believe that we are in the midst of an important
evolution or experiment. We are attempting to integrate the legislature
6f this country more intimately into the intelligence process than has ever
been attempted anywhere before. This new process has been evolving over
a number of years now. I know that we in the Executive Branch are pleased
with the way this new relationship has developed. I hope that the members
of this committee are also. The enactment of this legislation which would
charter our intelligence activities anew would codify the practices we have

most important
developed and ensure their perpetuation. The féy remaining differences
between the Administration and this draft bill concern areas where the bill

goes considerably further 1in regulating matters that are being handled

satisfactorily. In this light, we should recognize that:
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| Camden — ThHe stite‘ Rivision oé "

Gaming Enforcement has file s R i e

] . > , -»-pages-. containing.. che..names o
in U.S. D = to force the™ ynom information is so ave

Central Intelligence Agency;(CIA) -
.and_another federal security agency
‘to release information on 38 persons
‘and entities associated with Resorts.
Internationalwho may,h .
tions with oréﬁwiieﬁ?m%&‘f g ()

' - Named as defendants are
and its director, Stansfi .
and the National Secyrfty Agency /-
Central Security ice; ‘which is-
part
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lease the records on grounds they
were classified or of little value. i - {

At the request. of the state attor.
ney general’s office, two typewritten

" been sealed by ord udge Clark-
“$on Fisher, chiet0f the federal court
“system iariew Jersey. The suit, filed
: nton, was sent-to Camden for
rial and has been assigned to Judge
John Gerry. . - - - g
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- 7; lm the suit, the state says it re-

quested "the information in March
1978 as part of the gaming division's
investigation then being conducted
on the application of Resorts Inter-

f the UST Defense Depart-
ment.&hg,a‘gencicsrefn;efk to re- national Hotel Inc..for a casino li-
cenise in Atlantic City. =%
| Deputy Attorney General Guy Mi- -

é!;aels said the division asked the
A for information because. of the

a’”

cperations.” The company also oper:
gtes a casino on Paradise Isiand in

¢ e Bahamas. . .

inent ‘is charged with investigating

a1l applicants for casino licenses and-

nforcing the state Casino Comtrol
. The gaming division requested the

information from the CIA under pro- -
visions of the federal Freedom of In- . .
ormation Act, which requires agen-. -
fies to release certain records to the -

‘public: 7
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The Division of Gaming Enforce. _

- and, that continued \screening woul
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. The, request’ was - refined. a. few

weeks later by the gambling enforte.
ment division. ’so as to focus on i
formation or. allegations of specitied
onnections of the subjects to orga:
i ime,” the suit said.- """ 3

was classitied

value to warrant fu
the suitsaid.” =
. 'We dre not even
mation is there,” Mi

herequested data. .0 Tk
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While I recogniz%-that there is an argument which sounds most reasonable
that the Congresé should be entitled to access to all intelligence
information, I would like to point out that the practical impact of such

a provision in this 1egi§1ation could be very harmful. "To begin with,

the only kinds of information we would ever wish to withhold are the kinds
of informétion which tdis Committee has sagaciously and consistently
indicated it would never seek to obtain. The names of human sources of
information is one good example. On the other hand; the inclusion of

a provisioﬁ that would theoretically require us to provide such a name
could have a very chilling effect upon the confidence we can instill in
such individuals that working with us is a reasonably safe proposition.

We are asking you for relief from.the Hughes Ryan Amendment from the
onerous-provisions of the Freedom of Information Act and for Tlegislation

to deal with instances of the revelation of the identities of our personnel.
A1l of these measures will be of greaf assistance to us in developing
confidence in foreign individuals and intelligence services. The inclusion
of a provision for all-encompassing access to our data would run directly

contrary to these steps and in large measure nullify them.
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Certain facets of intelligence collection are by their Very
nature risk-taking ventures. By risks I mean that either the lives
and keputations of ‘individuals are at stake and/or that the prestige
and position of the‘United.States with respect to other nations could
be endangered. There are clearly situations in which I personally
would not ask an individual to accept sﬁch risks to his welfaré or
place the réputation of the United States on the line. If’I were
required to report such intention' to more members of the Congress
and their staffs,then I would permit persons within the CIA to be

privy to this information. Moreover, we must also recognize
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Fourth, and §inally, it is verny impontant that ithe Intefligence

| Community of owr country be given greater protection for Als necessary
secnets. There is no Lssue of highen impont to the success of our
néa&éa}cy ﬂbte,&(’,i.geﬁce effonts foday. The charter Legiskation 45 a proper
and important vehicle fon providing the necessary protection to what we

nefern to as our sounces and methods of collecting intelligence and %o

substantive intelligence information itself. “:Any »m/te,&&cgence appardtus —

0ffen human sources
that cannot conduct sensitive operations in secrecy cannol PHSLEEL/RELALLSRS
assurances that thein cooperation with the
BUAPS WRAGH/ AAE] EBLABELEREA] G/ A) DRAVALLGEA United States will remain sacro-

sanct and cannoi hotd WiLhiR] hold private sensitive information, the exclusive
posséssion of which 48 of g/w.a,t value to owr policymakens, simply will nat be
able to p/'wduce the kind of intelligence that ouwr nation must have Af we are
to conduct our foreign po&cy Aucceéééw&(’_y. The boundarny Line bemfeen provisions
for adeéuwte secnecy on 'the one hand and sufficient congnezszsi.ona,C oversight and -
protection fon the nights of the Amenican citizen on Ihe-othé}c,&; a Ww one.
It can be drawn to p/wtea;t all of these interests, but all tMeé_inxueAu must
be keptwmndwtha,tmoceéb. ' |

When this. committee wf)wduced Aits ouguza,t chanter b/uU’_ S.252 5 some
mym ago, we all MQCOQMZth%Ian extended period of negona,twn between

Antelligence

the/committee officens and Admmum‘,wn 0§ §icials would be nequired o
achieve the rnight balance between the/se three intenests. 1 has been a Long
and arduous process, but 1 be&aevﬁ?& those who have fLaken part in these
negotiations can be pleased with the nesulis we have before us Jtoday. 1t 48

particularly significant that there has been an evolution from an emphasis

Approved For Release 2005/03/29! CIA RDP80B01554R003200050010-5

O SO DR G JU . S e e




S .

o ) Zhe »
on overly specific nestrictions to d sustem of ovensight and accountability.

Unfortunately, several outstanding substantive Lssues have p/z_ei;en,ted
the dntroduction of a bill which ean be {uly supponted by the Intefligence
Community and thg Adminisirnation. 1In Larnge measure, these differences are
the rnesult of some neglect of our ability to protect oun necessary secrets.
Other diffenences nefate to whether we would have the §lexibility and the
capacity Lo act with necessany dispatch in crnisis situations. Stilk, 1
centainly agree with the nemanks of the Presdident that g substantial agreement

the

we've already achieved places us well on the road to nesolving/remaining

differences. Let me address those differences specifically.
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